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4.17.7 SOCIOECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

Under the No Action Alternative, the current strain on 
electric power supply and distribution would continue, 
which could result in power supply shortfalls and disrup-
tions as additional demands for power are made to 
support future development. These supply and distribu-
tion difficulties could decrease the efficiency of business 
operations in the study area and have an adverse effect on 
the overall economy. Other related spending in local 
markets would continue as beneficial economic effects. 

4.17.8 VISUAL RESOURCES 

Past, existing, and future development have and would 
continue to visually alter the landscape. Negative effects 
to the visual quality of the area from development include 
existing utility lines and associated cleared ROWs, com-
mercial development, major roads, abandoned buildings, 
industrial land uses, aggregate mining, and sand and gravel 
pits. Where the alternative would be located near one of 
these existing negative visual features, the impacts would 
result in an additive adverse effect to the existing visual 
impacts. However, locating the proposed transmission line 
adjacent to an existing utility corridor would typically be 
preferable to locating the line in a previously undisturbed 
landscape. The additive cumulative impacts for any 
alternative would not be significant. 

4.17.9 WATER RESOURCES 

Growth and development in the Sacramento area would 
increase water demand. Construction activities projected 
for the Proposed Action and alternatives would cause slight 
increases in surface-water sediment load and water use. 
These effects would be transitory. Incremental increases in 
surface-water sediment load from maintenance would not 
result in significant cumulative impacts. 

4.18 UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS 

Unavoidable adverse impacts are defined as those impacts 
that could not be reduced to less than significant levels 
through EPMs (Table 3-4), other mitigation measures, or 
using another alternative. Short-term significant unavoid-
able impacts for air emissions (PM10,VOCs, and NOx) 
would occur for the Proposed Action and alternatives. 

4.19 SHORT-TERM USES VERSUS 
LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY 

During the 50- to 60-year life of the transmission line, the 
construction phase for the Proposed Action would cause 
the most ground disturbance, with 581 acres of temporary 
disturbance  to the physical environment. Impacts would 
include approximately 414.5 acres of new ROW, 76 acres 
for transmission structure installation, 50.9 acres for access 
roads, 19.6 acres for pulling sites and approximately 20 
acres for material storage areas. 

After construction, the majority of disturbed areas, includ-
ing new ROW, pulling sites, material storage areas, and 
structure sites, would be reclaimed to preconstruction use. 
Permanent land dedicated to the facilities, resulting in 
about 66 acres, would experience long-term disturbance 
for the transmission structures and access roads. 

Potential adverse effects to air quality would be short term, 
mainly localized, and result from construction. These 
short-term impacts would exceed regulatory thresholds for 
PM10,VOC, and NOx emissions. Short-term and long-term 
impacts to soils and water quality would occur. Accelerated 
soil erosion would occur, particularly on steep slopes, from 
construction. Water quality impacts would be limited and 
short term. 

Potential effects to  biological resources, including 
sensitive plant species, sensitive habitats, and wildlife, 
primarily would be long term due to the permanent 
removal of vegetation and other wildlife species habitat. 
Habitat recovery in areas of temporary disturbance would 
vary according to the vegetation type and the presence or 
absence of special-status rare plant species. 

Impacts to historical resources, related to additive adverse 
visual effects, would be for the life of the project, if facilities 
were removed when no longer needed. Similarly, direct 
physical impacts to Native American sites and paleontolog-
ical resources are considered long term (permanent) and 
nonrenewable. 

Potential land use effects would be largely short term 
and result from construction noise, dust, and equipment 
operations. Short-term impacts would occur primarily to 
recreational uses. Agricultural practices could continue on 
most of the ROWs, except where structures are proposed. 
Overall, transmission line corridor productivity would 
remain similar to existing conditions. Land uses would not 
change, except where access road spurs and structures 
would be located. 

Visual effects would be both short term and long term. 
Long-term additive impacts would result from the presence 
of the new transmission lines. Visual impacts would be 
somewhat increased during construction due to the 
presence of equipment and related fugitive dust. Noise and 
transportation effects would be short term and would 
result from construction activities. 

4.20 IRREVERSIBLE/IRRETRIEVABLE 
COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES 

Resources committed to the proposed project would be 
material and nonmaterial, including financial resources. 
Irreversible commitment of resources means that those 
resources, once committed to the project, would continue 
to be committed throughout the 50- to 60-year life of the 
Proposed Action and alternatives. Irretrievable commit-
ment of resources means that resources used, consumed, 
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Chapter 4, Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences—Section 4.21, Growth-Inducement 

destroyed, or degraded during construction, operations, 
maintenance, and abandonment of the Proposed Action 
and alternatives could not be retrieved or replaced for the 
life of the Proposed Action and alternatives or beyond. 
Irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources for 
the Proposed Action and alternatives are summarized in 
Table 4.20-1. 

4.21 GROWTH-INDUCEMENT 

The following criteria are used to evaluate whether 
the alternatives would result in potential significant 
individual or cumulative growth-inducing impacts. 

Growth-induced impacts would occur if the 
Proposed Action or alternatives: 

 Directly or indirectly, foster economic or 
population growth, 

 Remove obstacles to growth in the area, 

 Provide new employment, 

 Provide access to previously inaccessible areas or 
extend public services to previously unserved areas, 

 Tax existing community services, or 

 Cause development elsewhere. 

4.21.1 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

Economic and population growth in the Sacramento 
area has increased electrical demand. Based on new 
and approved residential and commercial development, 
electrical demand is projected to grow in the foreseeable 
future. The Proposed Action and alternatives would 
accommodate portions of existing and approved new 
development in the Sacramento area. Therefore, the 
Proposed Action and alternatives would not induce growth 
(directly or indirectly) as discussed in the following 
sections. 

4.21.1.1 REMOVE OBSTACLES TO GROWTH 

Insufficient infrastructure in an area is generally an 
obstacle to growth because new development typically 
requires infrastructure improvements including water, 
wastewater treatment, roadways, and power facilities to be 
available before developments are approved by local 
jurisdictions. However, growth in the Sacramento area is 
presently occurring, and many more developments have 
been approved or are pending approval, regardless of the 
presence or absence of electric service. Moreover, local 
jurisdictions and developers assume that electric service 
would be provided regardless of where the development 
occurs. 

Because a portion of the purpose of the Proposed Action 
and alternatives would respond to this development, it 
would not remove any current obstacles to growth. It is 

unlikely that implementing the Proposed Action and 
alternatives would encourage additional growth in the 
Sacramento area because growth is regulated by the local 
jurisdictions. 

4.21.1.2 NEW EMPLOYMENT 

The Proposed Action and alternatives would provide short- 
term construction employment but no permanent 
employment. A maximum of approximately 70 daily 
workers would be on the various job sites during peak 
construction periods. Construction of the Proposed Action 
and alternatives would draw the local labor workforce pool 
from the affected counties. Nonlocal labor would be 
employed for specialized skills that may not be available 
locally. The limited, temporary nature of this employment 
would not result in long-term growth. Table 3-2 provides a 
breakdown of employment skills for reconductoring and 
new transmission line construction. 

4.21.1.3 EXTENDED ACCESS OR PUBLIC SERVICES 

The Proposed Action and alternatives would not require 
extending public services to previously unserved areas. 
As discussed previously, the Proposed Action and alterna-
tives is in response to new and proposed growth approved 
by the local jurisdictions. The proposed transmission line 
improvements are necessary to provide reliable power 
system operation and would not directly serve areas they 
pass through. New access roads would be required in some 
areas along the ROW for the Proposed Action and the 
alternatives. These would be primarily roads on private 
land maintained by Western and would not be accessible to 
the public. Western does not propose to provide public 
access along the transmission line ROW. 

4.21.1.4 EXISTING COMMUNITY SERVICES 

The Proposed Action and alternatives would not tax 
existing community services or require water, wastewater, 
or permanent solid waste services. The need for city- and 
county-provided services, such as road improvements, law 
enforcement, and fire protection, would be negligible. 

4.21.1.5 NEW DEVELOPMENT 

As discussed previously, the Proposed Action and alterna-
tives would not directly result in new development, either 
in the Sacramento area or elsewhere, but would be in 
response to existing and known planned development. 

4.21.2 NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

Under the No Action Alternative, there would be no 
growth-inducing impacts. 




